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Case 2609 

Madrepora Umax Esper, 1797 (currently Herpolitha Umax) and Fungia 
talpina Lamarck, 1801 (currently Polyphyllia talpina ; both Cnidaria, 
Anthozoa): proposed conservation of the specific names 
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Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Postbus 9517, 2300 RA Leiden, 

The Netherlands 


Abstract. The purpose of this application is the conservation of the specific names of 
Madrepora Umax Esper, 1797 and Fungia talpina Lamarck, 1801, two mushroom 
corals. The former is a junior primary homonym of M. Umax Houttuyn, 1772 and a 
junior subjective synonym of M. trilinguis Boddaert, 1768. F. talpina Lamarck, 1801 is 
a junior subjective synonym of both M. talpa Houttuyn, 1772 and M. Umax Houttuyn, 
1772. 


1. Two species of corals belonging to the fungiidae (Scleractinia) appear to have 
invalid names which are nevertheless accepted by most coral taxonomists and coral reef 
ecologists. They are common and well-known species which are widely distributed in 
the Indo-Pacific. They have to be dealt with together, because their nomenclatural 
histories have been intermingled since the last half of the eighteenth century. The 
present proposal aims for a stabilisation in the nomenclature of both species. 

2. The nomenclatural confusion started by the appearance of a publication in Dutch 
by Houttuyn (1772), who based the work on Linnaeus (1758). Later (17??), Houttuyn’s 
work appeared in another edition, but exactly when is not indicated. Muller (1775) 
rewrote Houttuyn’s (1772) work in German. 

3. Both Houttuyn and Muller referred to a publication in Latin by Pallas (1766). 
This publication was translated into Dutch by Boddaert (1768), who added an appen¬ 
dix with notes. Wilkens (1787) used Boddaert’s edition to translate and edit the work of 
Pallas (1766) into German. 

4. Houttuyn (1772, p. 116) used the name Madrepora talpa for (1) a species described 
and figured as Fungus saxeus oblongus by Rumphius (1750, p. 248, pi. 88, fig. 2), and, 
(p. 117) for (2) a specimen illustrated by Boddaert (1768, pi. 14) which the latter had 
assigned to a new species, Madrepora trilinguis . Muller (1775, p. 677) referred under 
M. talpa only to the plate given by Boddaert. 

5. Von Martens (1902, p. 135) believed that the specimen figured by Rumphius 
belonged to the genus Polyphyllia Quoy & Gaimard, 1833. Boschma (1959, p. 267) 
provisionally referred to this specimen as Polyphyllia talpina (Lamarck, 1801), though 
indicating that it might be Herpolitha Umax (Esper, 1797). The specimen is not men¬ 
tioned in the catalogue of the Rumphius collection in Florence (Martelli, 1903) and is 
most likely lost. Judging by both the description and the figure of Rumphius (1750, 
p. 248, pi. 88, fig. 2) 1 believe that the specimen belongs to the species described by 
Lamarck (1801, p. 370) as Fungia talpina. The coral illustrated by Boddaert (1768, 



